24               HISTORY  OF VITALISM
Descartes and Leibnitz and their followers behaved like materialists. Only in man, according to Descartes, is the mechanical causality of nature broken by the soul, but with Leibnitz there is not even a question (to use modern terminology) of a " psycho-physical causality."
Such opposition as was forthcoming to the mechanistic theories of the philosophers was by no means suited to diminish their influence. Colourless Aristotelianism, diluted mysticism, inherited from the Middle Ages, was all that the supporters of Vitalism could bring forward : only thoughts about thoughts or about books, not, as with the great mechanists, thoughts based on an immediate study of nature. Hence one can readily understand how mechanism exercised such a deep influence on the schoolsx of the so-called latromechanists and latro-chemists; it was at least clear, one knew what it stood for, whereas all that one got out of J. B. van Helmont's 2 Archeus., for example, was at best not more than an inferior edition of Aristotle's teaching about the soul.
As we have mentioned Helmont, a few words with regard to his personal views on the matter may be introduced here.
The fact that he professes to cast Aristotle aside, calling him ridiculous and ignorant (ridiculus and
lBorelli (1608-1679), Hales (1678-1761), etc. Particulars in vol. ii. of Cl. Bernard's work mentioned in the preface. Also Boerhaave (1668-1738), whose Institutiones medicae (1708, 27th edition, Leiden 1721), a very important work, in that its general atmosphere is one of sober fact rather than of mere theory.
2 1577-1644. Chief work, Ortus Medicinae. New edition by his son : Amsterdam, 1652.